COMPARISON CHARTS: WEAK VS. STRONG

Thesis Statements, Evidence Integration & Analysis by Essay Type

HOW TO USE THESE CHARTS
Purpose: See concrete examples of what NOT to do versus what TO do for each type of analytical essay.
Structure: Each essay type includes three comparison charts:

1. Thesis Statements - Topic announcement — Strong analytical claim

2. Evidence Integration - Dropped quotes — Smooth integration

3. Analysis - Summary — Deep interpretation

Learning Strategy:

Study weak examples to recognize problems in your own writing

Study strong examples to see effective techniques

Note the "Why" explanations for each

Apply patterns to your own topic

1. POETRY ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS

Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong

¢ Announcement, not
argument

* No specific claim
X WEAK F) "This essay will discuss Emily Dickinson's poem about death."
* Doesn't identify which

poem

* No analytical angle

* Obvious observation

* No specificity (which
poem? which symbols?)
X WEAK D) "Emily Dickinson's poem uses symbolism."
* Doesn't say what

symbolism reveals

* Not arguable




Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

DEVELOPING
©

"In 'T heard a Fly buzz—when I died,' Dickinson uses a fly to symbolize

death."

* Identifies poem and
symbol

* But oversimplifies (fly
isn't death)

* No claim about
meaning

* Missing analytical

depth

GOOD (B)

"In 'T heard a Fly buzz—when I died,' Dickinson uses the fly to show that

death brings ambiguity rather than clarity."

* Specific poem
identified

* Makes claim about
meaning

* Arguable
interpretation

* But could preview

supporting points

STRONG (A)

"Through the poem's irregular meter that mimics disruption, its use of
concrete imagery to represent failed transcendence, and its structural
emphasis on the fly as the final focus, Dickinson argues that death is not a
gateway to spiritual certainty but rather a moment of disorienting

ambiguity."

* Specific three-part
structure

* Names exact
techniques (meter,
imagery, structure)

* Makes sophisticated
claim

* Explains significance
(challenges spiritual
certainty)

e Fully arguable and

analytical

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION

.

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X NAKED
QUOTE (F)

"T could not see to see—"

* No introduction

* No context

* No citation

* Dropped in without

connection




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (D)

Dickinson writes, "I could not see to see—"

* Has signal phrase

* But no context
about what's
happening

* No analysis follows

* Missing citation

DEVELOPING
©

The speaker says "I could not see to see—" at the end of the poem.

* Context provided
(end of poem)

* But minimal
integration

* No explanation of
significance

¢ Still no citation

GOOD (B)

When vision fails, the speaker states, "I could not see to see—," suggesting

both physical and metaphysical blindness.

* Context before
quote

* Smooth integration
* Brief analysis after
* But could go deeper
on "see to see"

repetition

STRONG (A)

The poem culminates in the speaker's complete failure of perception: "the
Windows failed—and then / I could not see to see—." The repetition of "see
to see" emphasizes epistemological failure —not merely physical blindness

but the inability to achieve insight, to comprehend what's happening.

* Full context
(culmination)

¢ Quote flows
grammatically

e Immediate analysis
* Distinguishes
physical from
metaphysical

* Explains specific

language choice

(repetition)
ANALYSIS
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
X SUMMARY | The speaker says she cannot see. * Just restates quote




Quality

()

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

* No interpretation
* No technique
identification

* Adds nothing to
reader's

understanding

X WEAK (D)

This shows that the speaker is blind at the end.

* Literal
interpretation only
* Misses
metaphorical
meaning

* No analysis of
language

* Obvious

observation

DEVELOPING
©

The repetition of "see" emphasizes that the speaker cannot see anymore. Death

has made her blind.

* Identifies repetition
* But analysis is
circular (repeats
quote)

* Stays literal
(physical blindness)
* Doesn't explain
WHY repetition

matters

GOOD (B)

The phrase "see to see" suggests both physical and spiritual blindness. The
speaker cannot achieve the insight that death was supposed to bring. This

shows death offers no revelation.

* Identifies dual
meaning

* Interprets
metaphorically

* Connects to death
theme

* But could explain
HOW the phrase

works

STRONG
(A)

The repetition of "see to see" emphasizes epistemological failure —not merely
physical blindness but the inability to achieve insight. The first "see" suggests
physical sight, while the second implies seeing with understanding,
comprehension. The speaker loses both simultaneously, suggesting that death

doesn't grant the spiritual vision often promised by religion but instead

* [dentifies technique
(repetition)

* Explains WHAT it
shows (two types of

seeing)




Quality

Example

eliminates all forms of knowing. This linguistic collapse mirrors the conceptual

collapse of death-as-revelation.

Why It's
Weak/Strong

* Analyzes HOW it
works (dual
meaning)

* Interprets WHY it
matters (challenges
religious
assumptions)

* Connects language
to theme

* Original,
sophisticated insight
* 4:1 analysis-to-

evidence ratio

2. LITERARY ANALYSIS (Novels/Prose)

THESIS STATEMENTS
Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* Plot summary, not analysis
* No claim about meaning
X WEAK ¥ "Lord of the Flies is about boys on an island."

* Not arguable

* No analytical angle

* Vague and obvious

* Doesn't identify which symbols

the island."

X WEAK D) "Lord of the Flies has a lot of symbolism."
* No claim about what symbols mean
* Generic observation
* I[dentifies specific symbol
! » States what it represents
"The conch in Lord of the Flies is an important symbol that
DEVELOPING * But this is surface-level
represents civilization."
© * Doesn't make arguable claim about
meaning
* Specific symbol identified
"The conch shell in Lord of the Flies symbolizes democratic * Clear meaning stated
GOOD (B) order, and its destruction shows the collapse of civilization on * Notes development (destruction)

* But could show progression more

fully




Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* Three-part development
"Through the conch's progressive treatment—from respected (respected—ignored—destroyed)
democratic tool to ignored relic to shattered fragments— * Shows progression/trajectory
STRONG Golding traces the complete collapse of civilized order, » Makes sophisticated claim about
(A) demonstrating that the structures maintaining civilization are human nature
not inherent to human nature but fragile social constructions * Argues civilization is constructed,
that vanish under pressure." not natural
* Fully analytical and arguable
EVIDENCE INTEGRATION
' Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* No speaker
% NAKED identified
"Bollocks to the rules!" * No context
QUOTE (F)
* No analysis
* No citation
* Speaker identified
* Citation included
X WEAK D) Jack says, "Bollocks to the rules!" (Golding 91). " Butno context
about when/why
* No analysis of
significance
* Context added
(dismissing conch)
* Shows what quote
! does
Jack dismisses the conch's authority by saying, "Bollocks to the rules!" (Golding
DEVELOPING * But could
©) oD integrate more
smoothly
* Needs deeper
analysis after
GOOD (B) As Jack's hunter tribe gains power, the conch becomes increasingly ineffective. * Full context
Jack openly mocks Ralph's reliance on rules: "Bollocks to the rules!" (Golding (Jack's power
91). growing)
* Shows pattern
(increasing




Why It's

Quality Example
Weak/Strong
ineffectiveness)
¢ Quote flows
naturally
* But analysis could
go deeper
* Extended context
(pattern
established)
* Quote integrated
smoothly
As Jack's hunter tribe gains power, the conch becomes increasingly ineffective.
* Immediate
During assemblies, boys interrupt whoever holds the shell, and Jack openly
analysis follows
STRONG mocks Ralph's reliance on rules: "Bollocks to the rules!" (Golding 91). The
* Analyzes
(A) crude dismissal —using profanity to reject the formal order the conch represents
language choice
—signals a complete rejection of civilized governance. Jack's language degrades
(profanity)
as his behavior does, with eloquence replaced by vulgarity.
* Connects
language to
behavior
» Shows what quote
reveals
ANALYSIS
Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* Just restates quote
* No interpretation
X SUMMARY
Jack says he doesn't care about the rules. * No analysis of
(F)
language
* Surface-level only
* States the obvious
* Generic observation
This shows that Jack is becoming savage and doesn't want to follow the * Doesn't explain WHY
X WEAK (D)
rules anymore. or HOW
* No technique
identification
! Jack's rejection of the rules shows that he values hunting and power more ¢ I[dentifies motivation
DEVELOPING | than order. The conch doesn't matter to him anymore. This proves (power)




Quality
©)

Example

civilization is breaking down.

Why It's Weak/Strong
* Notes pattern (conch
losing power)

* Connects to theme

* But analysis is
superficial

* Doesn't analyze the

language itself

GOOD (B)

Jack's crude profanity — "Bollocks" —represents a rejection of civilized
language along with civilized rules. His vocabulary degrades as his behavior
does. By dismissing not just the rules but the entire system the conch
represents, Jack signals that authoritarian power will replace democratic

order.

* Analyzes specific word
choice

* Connects language to
behavior

¢ Identifies power shift

* Shows pattern

* But could explore

deeper implications

STRONG
(A)

Jack's crude dismissal —using profanity to reject formal order—represents
more than simple rule-breaking; it signals linguistic regression mirroring
behavioral regression. The vulgarity replaces the relatively eloquent speech
Jack used early in the novel ("We've got to have rules and obey them"),
showing that civilization's collapse manifests first in language before
actions. By rejecting the conch's authority, Jack doesn't just break specific
rules but denies the legitimacy of rule-governed society itself, replacing
consensual order with authoritarian decree. The profanity becomes a

weapon, verbal violence foreshadowing physical violence.

* Deep analysis of
language choice

* Contrasts with earlier
speech (shows
development)

¢ I[dentifies pattern
(language—behavior)

* Explains philosophical
shift
(consent—authority)

* Connects to broader
theme

* Identifies
foreshadowing

* Interprets
metaphorically (verbal
violence)

* Original, sophisticated

insight




3. RHETORICAL ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS
r Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
» Statement of fact, not
analysis
X WEAK ¥ "The Declaration of Independence is a famous document." ) N(;claim about HOW it
works

* Not arguable

¢ No rhetorical focus

X WEAK (D)

"The Declaration of Independence uses good persuasive techniques."

* Vague ("good techniques")
* Doesn't name specific
strategies

* No claim about effect or
purpose

* Generic observation

!
DEVELOPING
©)

"The Declaration of Independence uses emotional appeals and logical

arguments to persuade the colonists to support independence."

* Identifies two strategies
(pathos, logos)

* States purpose (persuade)

* But too general

* Doesn't explain HOW these

work together

GOOD (B)

"Through its logical structure, use of parallel construction in listing
grievances, and appeals to natural law, the Declaration justifies

colonial independence."

* Three specific strategies
named

* Clear purpose stated

» Shows variety of appeals
* But could explain ultimate

effect more fully




Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

STRONG
(A)

"Through its strategic structure that moves from universal principles
to specific accusations to inevitable conclusion, its use of parallel
construction that transforms grievances into systematic tyranny, and
its appeals to natural law that elevate political disagreement into
moral imperative, the Declaration demonstrates how revolutionary
rhetoric succeeds by making radical action appear not only

reasonable but inevitable."

* Three sophisticated strategies
* Explains HOW each works
(structure guides logic,
parallelism creates pattern,
natural law elevates)

* Makes claim about rhetorical
effect (radical—inevitable)

* Sophisticated understanding
of persuasion

* Explains the mechanism of

Success

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION

.

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X NAKED
QUOTE (F)

"We hold these truths to be self-evident"

* No
speaker/source
* No context

* No analysis

¢ No citation

X WEAK (D)

The Declaration says, "We hold these truths to be self-evident."

* Source identified
* But no context
about placement

* No analysis of
"self-evident"

* Missing
rhetorical

significance

!
DEVELOPING
©)

The Declaration opens by stating, "We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all | ¢ Context

men are created equal."

(opening)

¢ Full quote with
key claim

* But doesn't
analyze rhetorical
strategy

¢ Needs




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
explanation of

WHY this opening

GOOD (B)

The document opens with philosophical premises: "We hold these truths to be
self-evident, that all men are created equal." By starting with principles, Jefferson

establishes foundation before listing grievances.

* Full context
(philosophical
opening)

* Explains strategy
(principles first)
 Shows function
* But could
analyze "self-
evident" more

deeply

STRONG
(A)

The document opens with philosophical premises rather than immediate
accusations: "We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights."
This opening performs crucial rhetorical work by establishing foundational
principles that readers must accept before encountering specific British actions.
The phrase "self-evident" is particularly strategic; by claiming these truths require
no proof, Jefferson positions his premises as universal axioms rather than

debatable political philosophy.

* Full context with
explanation

¢ Quote flows
naturally

* Immediate
analysis of
function

* Specific analysis
of "self-evident"

* Explains
rhetorical effect

* Shows strategic
placement

* Identifies
audience

positioning

ANALYSIS

.

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
()

Jefferson says that some truths are self-evident.

e Just restates
quote
¢ No rhetorical

analysis




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
* No
examination of
strategy

* Misses
persuasive

function

X WEAK (D)

This statement expresses Jefferson's belief in equality. It shows that the founders

valued these principles.

e Treats as
statement of
belief

* Doesn't analyze
as rhetoric

* No
examination of
persuasive
technique

* Misses
strategic

language choice

DEVELOPING
©

By calling these truths "self-evident," Jefferson makes his argument seem obvious
and natural. This makes it harder for readers to disagree because disagreeing means

rejecting obvious truth.

* [dentifies
rhetorical
strategy

* Explains effect
on audience

* Shows
persuasive
mechanism

* But could go
deeper on

implications

GOOD (B)

The phrase "self-evident" is a rhetorical move that prevents argument about
foundations. By claiming these truths need no proof, Jefferson positions them as
universal axioms rather than debatable philosophy. This means disagreeing with the
Declaration requires rejecting what Jefferson presents as obvious truth, making

disagreement appear unreasonable rather than simply different.

* Analyzes
specific phrase
¢ [dentifies
rhetorical
strategy

* Explains
mechanism
(axioms vs.

arguments)




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
* Shows effect
on audience

* Recognizes
positioning of
disagreement

* But could
explore further

implications

STRONG
(A)

The phrase "self-evident" performs sophisticated rhetorical work by shifting these
claims from arguable premises to axiomatic truths. In Enlightenment philosophy,
"self-evident" truths were those requiring no empirical proof because they were
logically necessary —like mathematical axioms. By applying this language to
political claims about equality and rights, Jefferson elevates contested political
philosophy to the status of logical necessity. This rhetorical move means that
disagreeing with the Declaration becomes not merely a different political opinion
but a rejection of reason itself. The strategy preemptively delegitimizes opposition
by framing acceptance as rationality and rejection as irrationality. This transforms a
revolutionary political document into what appears to be simple articulation of

obvious truth.

* Deep analysis
of philosophical
context

* Explains
Enlightenment
meaning of term
* Shows how
political
becomes logical
* Analyzes
power dynamic
(legitimacy)

* Identifies
preemptive
strategy

* Explains
transformation of
document's
status

* Sophisticated
understanding of
rhetoric

* Connects
language to

power




4. FILM ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
¢ Evaluative, not
analytical
* No examination of
X WEAK 1) "The Sixth Sense is a good movie with a twist ending." technique

* Focuses on plot,
not craft

* Not analytical

X WEAK (D)

"The Sixth Sense uses colors in interesting ways."

* Vague ("interesting
ways")

* Doesn't specify
which colors

* No claim about
meaning

* No analysis of

function

DEVELOPING
©

"In The Sixth Sense, the color red appears in scenes with ghosts, which helps

create suspense."

* Identifies specific
color

* Notes pattern (red
+ ghosts)

* States function
(suspense)

* But oversimplifies
meaning

* Doesn't examine

other colors

GOOD (B)

"Shyamalan uses color symbolism in The Sixth Sense —particularly red to mark
supernatural presence and blue tones to show separation—to create visual

storytelling that communicates meaning beyond dialogue."

* Multiple colors
identified

* Specific functions
stated

* Claims visual
storytelling
significance

¢ But could be more




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

sophisticated about

HOW

STRONG
(A)

"Through its systematic use of the color red to mark supernatural presence, its
cold blue palette that visually separates the living from the dead, and its
strategic use of warm yellow tones in moments of genuine connection,
Shyamalan creates a color-coded system where visual design carries as much
narrative information as dialogue, demonstrating that cinema's unique power

lies in its ability to communicate meaning through purely visual channels."

* Three-part color
system

* Specific functions
for each color

* Claims colors
carry narrative
information

* Makes
sophisticated
argument about
cinematic medium
* Explains
significance of
visual storytelling
* Analyzes form-

function relationship

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

There is a lot of red in the movie.

* No specific
examples

* No scenes
identified

* Vague
observation
* No visual

description

X WEAK (D)

The doorknob to Cole's hiding place is red.

* Specific
example

* But no context
about scene

* No analysis of

significance




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
* Doesn't explain

what it marks

!
DEVELOPING
©)

When Cole encounters the ghost at the birthday party, the room has red

decorations everywhere —red balloons, red tent, red streamers.

* Specific scene
* Multiple red
elements noted
* Context
provided

* But needs

analysis of pattern

GOOD (B)

Red appears consistently during supernatural encounters. At the birthday party
where Cole meets the poisoned girl's ghost, the room is dominated by red —red
balloons, red party decorations, red tent where the encounter occurs. This

correlation between red and ghosts creates visual warning system.

e Specific detailed
description

* Pattern
identified

* Context
provided

* Function
explained

* But could
analyze more

deeply

STRONG
(A)

The film establishes red as a visual warning system through consistent correlation
with supernatural presence. When Cole encounters the ghost of the poisoned girl
at the birthday party, Shyamalan saturates the frame with red—red balloons, red
party decorations, red tent where the encounter occurs. Most dramatically, the
murdered woman's walls in the kitchen scene are deep red, matching the blood
visible only to Cole. This color design creates a visual language where hue
communicates what characters cannot or will not say aloud, training viewers to

read color as narrative information.

¢ Detailed visual
description

* Multiple
examples

* Pattern
established

* Progression
shown (saturates,
dramatically)

* Analyzes
function (visual
language)

* Explains
audience training
* Sophisticated
interpretation of
cinematic

technique




ANALYSIS

Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
1)

The scene has a lot of red in it.

¢ Just describes what's
visible

* No interpretation

* No analysis of meaning

* Obvious observation

X WEAK (D)

The red color makes the scene scary and creates suspense.

* Generic emotional
response

* Doesn't explain HOW red
creates effect

* No sophisticated
understanding

* Vague analysis

DEVELOPING
©)

The red color signals to the audience that something supernatural is
happening. It's a visual clue that a ghost is present. This helps viewers

understand what Cole is experiencing.

¢ [dentifies function (signal)
* Explains what it
communicates

* Notes audience effect

* But stays surface-level

* Doesn't analyze visual

storytelling deeply

GOOD (B)

The saturation of red in this scene serves multiple functions: it visually
marks supernatural territory, creates unease through color psychology
(red = danger), and establishes a pattern that trains viewers to anticipate
ghostly encounters. On repeated viewing, viewers can identify
supernatural scenes even before ghosts appear based solely on color

design.

* Multiple functions
identified

* Explains psychological
effect

* Notes pattern creation
* Considers repeated
viewing

* Shows sophisticated
understanding

* But could go deeper on

implications

STRONG
(A)

The strategic use of red serves dual purposes: for first-time viewers, it
creates subtle unease and visual cohesion through color repetition; for
repeat viewers aware of the twist, it reveals how the film "plays fair" by
visually indicating supernatural presence throughout, including in

Malcolm's scenes. This makes color grading function as narrative

* Analyzes dual function
(first/repeat viewing)

* Explains how technique
works differently for

different audiences




Quality

Example

foreshadowing —the film is literally telling viewers the truth through
visual language while they focus on dialogue. The technique
demonstrates cinema's unique capacity to operate on multiple
simultaneous levels: the color palette works subconsciously during

initial viewing but reveals itself as deliberate communication system

upon analysis. This split between emotional effect and intellectual design

exemplifies sophisticated visual storytelling.

Why It's Weak/Strong

* Identifies color as
foreshadowing

* Recognizes split
(conscious/subconscious)
* Sophisticated
understanding of cinematic
communication

* Connects technique to
broader principle

* Original insight about

medium-specific

storytelling
5. HISTORICAL ANALYSIS
THESIS STATEMENTS

Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* Statement of fact
* No analysis

X WEAK ¥ "The American Revolution happened in 1776."
* Not arguable
* No interpretive claim
* Vague and obvious
* Doesn't identify factors

X WEAK D) "The American Revolution was caused by many different factors."
* No specific claim
* Generic observation
* Identifies specific causes
* Notes effect (anger)

!
"The American Revolution was caused by British taxes like the Stamp * But oversimplifies
DEVELOPING
Act and Tea Act, which made colonists angry." motivation

©
* Doesn't analyze deeper
causes

GOOD (B) "British taxation policies—particularly the Sugar Act, Stamp Act, and * Specific causes identified

Tea Act—provoked colonial resistance by threatening the economic
interests of merchants and professional classes who then organized

revolutionary movement."

* Notes whose interests
threatened
* Shows causation chain

* But could be more




Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong
sophisticated about

ideological framing

"Through disrupting established trade networks via the Sugar Act,
directly taxing the professional classes most capable of organizing

resistance via the Stamp Act, and threatening economic autonomy

* Three specific causes with
mechanisms

* Shows HOW each created
conditions

* Analyzes relationship

between economics and

STRONG through monopoly provisions in the Tea Act, British policy created ideology
(A) conditions where powerful colonial economic interests aligned with * Makes sophisticated
revolutionary ideology, demonstrating that the American Revolution argument
was fundamentally a conflict over economic control disguised in the (economic—ideological)
language of political philosophy." * Challenges conventional
narrative
e Fully arguable historical
claim
EVIDENCE INTEGRATION
( Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* Just states fact
* No analysis
X WEAK (F) The Stamp Act was passed in 1765. * No interpretation
* Not evidence for an
argument
* Describes what act
did
The Stamp Act taxed legal documents and newspapers. This made colonists * Generic reaction
X WEAK (D)
upset. * No specific analysis
* Doesn't explain WHY
significant
! The Stamp Act of 1765 required tax stamps on legal documents, newspapers, | ® Specific date
DEVELOPING | and commercial papers. This tax affected lawyers, printers, and merchants— * Details what was
© the educated classes who could organize resistance. taxed
* Identifies affected
groups
* Notes capacity to
organize




most affected were precisely those with access to printing presses, legal
training, and merchant networks —the infrastructure necessary for organized
political resistance. The tax structure itself determined who would oppose it
and guaranteed those opponents possessed the means to organize effective

resistance.

Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* But needs deeper
analysis
* Detailed breakdown
by profession
* Contrasts with
The Stamp Act directly taxed the tools of professional work: lawyers faced

previous taxes
stamps on court documents, printers on newspapers, merchants on bills of

* Identifies strategic

GOOD (B) lading. Unlike previous taxes on trade goods, this tax affected precisely those

vulnerability
with access to printing presses, legal training, and merchant networks—the
* Explains
infrastructure necessary for organizing resistance.
organizational capacity
* But could analyze
consequences more
* Comprehensive
The Stamp Act's tax structure created unique conditions for resistance. Unlike | breakdown
the Sugar Act which fell on molasses—a commodity —the Stamp Act taxed * Contrasts with other
legal documents, newspapers, and commercial papers, essentially taxing the taxes
tools of professional and merchant classes' work. Lawyers faced stamps on * Detailed profession-
every court document and license; printers faced stamps on every newspaper | by-profession analysis
STRONG
issue; merchants faced stamps on every bill of lading. This meant the people * Explains strategic
(A)

consequence
* Shows causation (tax
structure—>resistance
capacity)

* Sophisticated

historical interpretation

ANALYSIS

-

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
)

The Stamp Act taxed documents and made colonists angry.

e Just restates
facts

¢ Generic
emotional
response

* No analysis of
causation

¢ Surface-level




Why It's

Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Repeats slogans
* Accepts stated
rationale
The Stamp Act was unfair because colonists had no representation in Parliament. uncritically
X WEAK (D)
They protested because taxation without representation is wrong. * No deeper
analysis
* Doesn't examine
other motivations
* I[dentifies
affected classes
* Notes their
The Stamp Act affected the professional classes who had the education and
i capacity
resources to organize protest. Lawyers and printers were particularly affected, and
DEVELOPING * Shows causation
they used their skills to create opposition. This shows that the people most hurt by
©) * But analysis is
the tax were the ones who could do something about it.
straightforward
* Doesn't examine
complexity
* [dentifies
strategic irony
* Notes conflict of
The Stamp Act created a unique situation where the tax's targets —lawyers, interest
printers, merchants —possessed exactly the skills needed to organize effective * Distinguishes
resistance. Newspapers facing direct tax burden published extensive anti-Stamp self-interest from
GOOD (B)
Act propaganda, but their opposition was hardly disinterested —the tax threatened principle
their business model. This reveals that revolutionary organization emerged partly * Shows
from self-interest, not just principle. complexity
* But could push
interpretation
further
STRONG The Stamp Act's structure created a self-fulfilling opposition by targeting precisely | ¢ Analyzes British
(A) those classes with capacity to organize resistance. This represents either strategic error

remarkable British miscalculation or inevitability: any tax on documents would
affect literate, connected classes. More significantly, the affected groups framed
economic self-interest as philosophical principle —printers whose profits were
threatened published arguments about liberty and representation. This pattern—
economic interests driving political organization while articulating those interests
as universal principles—would characterize revolutionary resistance throughout

the pre-revolutionary period. The genius of revolutionary rhetoric lay in

¢ [dentifies
inevitable
consequence

* Distinguishes
economic motive
from ideological

framing




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

successfully merging self-interest with ideology so completely that distinguishing * Recognizes

them became impossible. What began as merchants protecting profit margins

transformed into a movement articulated in terms of universal human rights,

pattern across

revolution

making the cause appear disinterested and noble while serving concrete economic * Analyzes

interests.

rhetorical strategy
* Shows
sophistication
about multiple
causation

* Doesn't reduce
to simple
economic
determinism

* Original
historical
interpretation

* Recognizes

complexity and

interaction
6. CHARACTER ANALYSIS
THESIS STATEMENTS
r Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Statement of fact
* No analytical claim
X WEAK ¥ "Macbeth is the main character in Shakespeare's play."

* Not arguable

* No interpretation

X WEAK (D)

"Macbeth changes throughout the play and becomes more evil."

* Obvious observation
* Vague ("changes,"
"evil")

* No specificity about
HOW he changes

* Generic character

analysis




Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Identifies trait
(ambition)
! * Notes consequence
"Macbeth's ambition leads him to murder Duncan, which causes him to
DEVELOPING (isolation, guilt)
become isolated and guilty, showing that ambition is dangerous."
© e Has moral claim
* But oversimplifies
* Message is clichéd
¢ Three-part
development
"Through Macbeth's isolation from family and friends, his transformation * Specific changes
from moral speech to violent language, and his spiritual emptiness despite identified
GOOD (B)
achieving power, Shakespeare shows that unchecked ambition destroys the * Makes claim about
person pursuing it." ambition's effect
* But could be more
sophisticated
¢ Three sophisticated
dimensions of change
* Shows progression
(isolation, language,
spiritual death)
"Through Macbeth's progressive isolation as ambition severs his human * Distinguishes
connections, his transformation of language from moral hesitation to ambition itself from
STRONG mechanistic violence, and his ultimate spiritual emptiness despite achievin unchecked ambition
P P P g
(A) his goal, Shakespeare demonstrates that ambition's tragic flaw lies not in the | * Makes nuanced claim
desire for advancement but in its capacity to erase the moral constraints that (not anti-ambition but
define humanity, leaving behind only the hollow pursuit of power." about moral
constraints)
* Identifies tragic
mechanism
* Philosophically
sophisticated
EVIDENCE INTEGRATION
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
X NAKED "I have no spur to prick the sides of my intent" * No speaker




Quality

QUOTE (F)

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
identified

* No context
* No analysis

¢ No citation

X WEAK (D)

Macbeth says, "I have no spur to prick the sides of my intent" (1.7.25-26).

* Speaker
identified

* Citation
included

* But no
context

* No analysis

follows

DEVELOPING
©)

When Macbeth is deciding whether to kill Duncan, he says, "I have no spur to prick

the sides of my intent" (1.7.25-26). This shows he's uncertain.

* Context
provided

* Quote
integrated

* Basic
interpretation

* But analysis is

superficial

GOOD (B)

In his pre-murder soliloquy, Macbeth admits, "I have no spur / To prick the sides of
my intent" (1.7.25-26). The equestrian metaphor reveals that while he has ambition

(the horse), he lacks moral justification (the spur) to drive him to action.

* Full context

* Quote flows
naturally

* Metaphor
identified

* Interpretation
provided

* But could go

deeper

STRONG
(A)

Early in the play, Macbeth's soliloquies reveal a conscience still capable of
sophisticated moral reasoning. His consideration of Duncan's murder demonstrates
this complexity: "Besides, this Duncan / Hath borne his faculties so meek, hath been
/ So clear in his great office, that his virtues / Will plead like angels, trumpet-
tongued." Yet he concludes this elaborate moral calculus with an admission: "I have
no spur / To prick the sides of my intent" (1.7.16-19, 25-26). The extended
equestrian metaphor is crucial —it reduces profound ethical questions to mechanical
ones, treating moral justification as mere "equipment" (spurs) rather than

fundamental prohibition.

* Extensive
context

* Multiple
quotes showing
pattern

* Quotes
integrated
smoothly

e Immediate




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
analysis

* Metaphor
analyzed deeply
* Shows
character's
mindset

* Sophisticated

interpretation

ANALYSIS

~

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
)

Macbeth says he has no spur for his intent. This means he's not motivated to

kill Duncan yet.

* Restates quote

e Literal
interpretation

* Misses metaphorical
meaning

* No character insight

X WEAK (D)

Macbeth uses a metaphor comparing his intent to a horse. This shows he's
thinking about Duncan's murder like riding a horse. The metaphor makes his

speech more interesting.

¢ Identifies metaphor
* But analysis is
superficial

* Doesn't explain
what metaphor
reveals

¢ "Interesting" is not

analysis

!
DEVELOPING
©)

The metaphor shows that Macbeth has ambition (the horse) but lacks the
motivation (spurs) to act on it. He knows murdering Duncan is wrong, so he
has no "spur" to drive him to do it. This reveals his moral conflict—he wants

power but knows murder is wrong.

* Explains metaphor
components

¢ Identifies moral
conflict

* Shows
understanding

* But analysis stays
surface-level

* Doesn't examine

implications




Why It's

Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Deep metaphor
analysis
* Identifies the
The equestrian metaphor reveals Macbeth's problematic moral reasoning. By transformation
framing his dilemma as lacking "spurs," he treats moral justification as (ethical—logistical)
practical equipment rather than ethical necessity. He's not asking "Is this * Shows character
GOOD (B)
right?" but "What will drive me to do this?" —transforming an ethical question | psychology
into a logistical one. This linguistic evasion shows how ambition is already ¢ Connects to theme
corrupting his moral framework. * Recognizes
linguistic evasion
* But could explore
further
* Sophisticated
metaphor analysis
* [dentifies
transformation of
question types
* Shows
psychological
The equestrian metaphor's prosaic reduction of moral justification to
mechanism
mechanical "spurs" exposes how ambition has already corrupted Macbeth's
* Recognizes that
moral language. Rather than asking "Should I murder Duncan?" —an ethical
rationalization
question—he asks "What will drive me to murder Duncan?" —a practical
already occurred
question about motivation. The metaphor transforms profound moral
* Analyzes the
prohibition into mere absence of practical equipment. This linguistic strategy
STRONG banality of the
reveals that Macbeth has already rationalized murder itself; he now seeks only
(A) metaphor

the catalyst to execute plans his conscience has failed to prevent. The
metaphor's very banality —treating regicide like horse-riding—demonstrates
the dangerous ease with which ambition reframes moral absolutes as practical
obstacles. Shakespeare suggests that corruption manifests first in language
before action: Macbeth's ability to speak of murder in such prosaic terms

indicates his moral collapse precedes his violent acts.

* Connects language
to character
corruption

¢ Identifies pattern
(language—action)
* Original
interpretation

* Shows how
technique reveals
psychology

* Multiple layers of

analysis




7. PROCESS ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
e Announcement, not
argument
* No specific claim
X WEAK ¥ "This essay will explain how propaganda works." * Doesn't preview

mechanisms
* Generic topic

Statement

X WEAK (D)

"Propaganda works by manipulating people's minds."

* Vague
("manipulating
minds")

* No specific
mechanisms

* Obvious observation
* Doesn't explain

HOW

DEVELOPING
©

"Propaganda manipulates people through emotional appeals, repetition, and

group pressure, making them believe false things."

* Three mechanisms
identified

* Shows variety of
methods

* But oversimplifies
effect ("believe false
things")

* Doesn't explain

WHY it works

GOOD (B)

"Propaganda works through three main mechanisms: exploiting emotional
rather than rational processing, using repetition to create false familiarity, and
triggering tribal psychology that transforms factual questions into loyalty

tests."

* Three specific
mechanisms

* Shows psychological
basis

* Explains WHAT each
does

* But could be more

sophisticated about




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
how they work

together

STRONG
(A)

"Through exploiting emotional rather than rational processing that bypasses
critical thinking, employing repetition to create false familiarity that mimics
truth, and triggering in-group/out-group psychology that transforms factual
questions into loyalty tests, propaganda succeeds not by changing what
people think but by controlling what they think about, making certain

interpretations feel natural while alternatives seem absurd."

* Three sophisticated
mechanisms

* Explains
psychological basis of
each

* Shows HOW each
works

* Makes claim about
ultimate mechanism
(controls attention)

* Distinguishes
appearance from
reality

* Sophisticated
understanding of

persuasion

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

Propaganda uses emotions.

* Vague claim
* No specific
example

* No evidence

* Generic statement

X WEAK (D)

War propaganda often shows images of the enemy hurting innocent people. This

makes people angry.

* General example
* Shows basic
technique

* [dentifies emotion
* But no specific

evidence

DEVELOPING
©)

World War I British propaganda posters showed German soldiers as monsters
attacking Belgian civilians. These images made British citizens support the war

effort.

* Specific historical
example

¢ Describes content




Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Notes effect
* But needs more
detail and analysis
* Specific detailed
example
* Vivid description
World War I British propaganda posters featured images of German soldiers
* Shows technique
portrayed as monstrous "Huns" bayoneting Belgian babies. These images didn't
GOOD (B) « Analyzes effect
invite rational evaluation of German military policy; they triggered visceral
* Contrasts emotion
disgust and protective anger that made military intervention feel necessary.
Vs. reason
* But could explore
mechanism more
* Specific detailed
example
* Multiple
emotional triggers
War propaganda exemplifies emotional exploitation. Rather than rationally identified
arguing for military action through strategic analysis, effective war propaganda * Historical context
features images of threatened children, stories of enemy atrocities, and appeals provided
to patriotic pride. World War I British propaganda posters showing German * Vivid description
soldiers as monstrous "Huns" bayoneting Belgian babies didn't invite rational * Contrasts with
STRONG
evaluation of German military policy; they triggered visceral disgust and rational alternative
(A)
protective anger that made military intervention feel necessary. The emotional * Explains timing
response —revulsion, fear—occurs immediately, while rational questions ("Is (emotion—>reason)
this image representative? What are the broader causes of this conflict?") require | * Shows why
conscious effort to generate. Because most people don't exert this conscious emotion triumphs
effort, emotion wins. ¢ Identifies
psychological
mechanism
* Comprehensive
analysis
ANALYSIS
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
X SUMMARY | The propaganda uses scary images to make people afraid. * Obvious




Quality

()

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
observation

* Generic
description

* No mechanism
explained

¢ Surface-level

X WEAK (D)

The emotional images are more powerful than logical arguments. People respond to

emotions, so propaganda uses emotions instead of facts.

* Notes emotion
vs. logic

* But doesn't
explain WHY
emotion works
* Oversimplifies
* No
psychological
depth

!
DEVELOPING
©)

The propaganda works because it triggers immediate emotional response before
people can think critically. Emotions like fear and anger happen automatically, but
rational analysis requires effort. Since most people don't analyze propaganda

carefully, the emotional message succeeds.

* Identifies timing
(emotion first)

* Notes automatic
vs. effortful

* Explains why
emotion wins

* But could be
more
sophisticated

about mechanism

GOOD (B)

The propaganda exploits the neurological reality that emotional stimuli activate the
amygdala before the prefrontal cortex engages, meaning emotional response
precedes rational evaluation. By triggering visceral reactions (disgust, fear,
protective anger), propagandists create immediate conviction that rational counter-
arguments must work to overcome. This makes propaganda feel like insight rather
than manipulation—the target experiences genuine emotion and mistakes that

emotional certainty for rational conviction.

* Explains
neurological
basis

* Identifies brain
structures

* Shows timing
advantage

* Explains why
feels authentic
* Shows
mechanism of
deception

* Sophisticated




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
understanding
* But could
explore
implications

further

STRONG
(A)

The technique succeeds by exploiting fundamental human neurology: emotional
stimuli activate the amygdala—the brain's threat-detection system —before the
prefrontal cortex can engage rational evaluation. This means emotional response
precedes conscious thought. Propaganda strategically triggers this sequence: the
image of a threatened baby activates immediate protective rage, and this rage feels
justified and authentic because it IS authentic —the emotion is real, generated by

actual neural activation. The manipulation lies not in creating false emotions but in

selecting stimuli that trigger real emotions disconnected from accurate information.

By the time rational faculties engage (if they engage at all), an emotional position
has already formed, and subsequent reasoning typically works to justify the
emotional response rather than evaluate it. This is why propaganda victims don't
feel manipulated; they experience genuine emotion and mistake its authenticity for
accuracy. The most effective propaganda exploits real human emotional responses
— protective instincts, fear of danger, pride in group—and attaches those authentic

emotions to constructed narratives.

* Deep
neurological
explanation

¢ [dentifies
specific brain
structures and
functions

* Shows temporal
sequence

* Explains
authenticity
paradox (real
emotions,
manipulated
context)

* Distinguishes
emotion from
information

* Shows
reasoning as post-
hoc justification
* Explains why
victims don't
recognize
manipulation

* Sophisticated
psychological
insight

* Shows
mechanism at
multiple levels
* Original

analytical insight




8. CAUSAL ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS
Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Vague ("affects")
* No specific causal
X WEAK ¥ "Social media affects politics." claim

* Not arguable

* Too general

X WEAK (D)

"Social media causes political polarization."

* Identifies cause
and effect

* But no mechanism
explained

* Oversimplifies
(single cause)

* Doesn't explain

HOW

!
DEVELOPING
©)

"Social media algorithms cause political polarization by showing people content

that confirms their existing beliefs, creating echo chambers."

¢ [dentifies
mechanism (echo
chambers)

* Shows causation
* But simplifies to
single cause

* Doesn't show

complexity

GOOD (B)

"Social media algorithms contribute to political polarization through three
mechanisms: rewarding emotional content, creating filter bubbles, and

accelerating misinformation spread, each of which intensifies partisan division."

* Multiple causes
identified

* Three specific
mechanisms

* Shows
contribution (not
sole cause)

* But could explain

interaction better

STRONG
(A)

"Through engagement-based algorithms that systematically reward emotional

and divisive content, personalization systems that create filter bubbles

* Three specific

causal mechanisms




Quality

Example

preventing exposure to diverse perspectives, and distribution mechanisms that
accelerate misinformation while slowing corrections, social media platforms
causally contribute to political polarization through multiple reinforcing
pathways, demonstrating that algorithmic design choices have profound

unintended consequences for democratic discourse."

Why It's
Weak/Strong

* Shows HOW each
works

* Notes they
reinforce each other
* Acknowledges
complexity
(contribute, not sole
cause)

* Identifies
unintended
consequences

* Sophisticated
causal claim

* Broader

significance stated

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION

Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

Studies show social media causes polarization.

* Vague reference to
research

* No specific study
* No data

¢ Not verifiable

X WEAK (D)

Research has found that emotional content gets more engagement than

neutral content on social media.

* General research claim
* No specific data
¢ No source cited

* No quantification

DEVELOPING
©

A study of Facebook posts found that emotional content receives more

engagement. Posts with negative words get more clicks than neutral posts.

* Specific platform

* Identifies pattern

* But no specific data
* No citation

* Vague quantification

GOOD (B)

A 2021 study analyzing millions of Facebook posts found that emotional
content significantly outperforms neutral content. For every negative word
added to a headline, the click-through rate increased, showing that

algorithms reward emotional manipulation.

* Specific study and date
* Large sample size
¢ Quantified effect

* Shows pattern




Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong
* But could provide

exact numbers

STRONG
(A)

Research consistently shows that content triggering strong emotions,
particularly anger and outrage, generates significantly more engagement
than neutral or nuanced content. A 2021 study analyzing millions of
Facebook posts found that for every negative word added to a headline, the
click-through rate increased by 2.3%. This creates a powerful incentive
structure: users and content creators who want visibility learn—consciously
or unconsciously —that emotionally extreme content succeeds while

moderate content disappears.

* Specific research cited
* Date provided

e Large sample

* Precise quantification
(2.3%)

* Shows mechanism
(incentive structure)

* Explains consequence
(learning)

* Distinguishes
conscious/unconscious
* Causal chain

established

ANALYSIS

Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
F)

The study shows that negative content gets more clicks.

* Just restates finding
* No causal analysis
* No interpretation

¢ Obvious statement

X WEAK (D)

This proves that algorithms cause polarization by promoting negative

content. People see more negative content and become more polarized.

* Claims causation

* But oversimplifies
mechanism

* Doesn't explain HOW
negative
content—polarization

* No sophisticated

analysis

DEVELOPING
©)

The data shows that algorithms reward emotional content with visibility. This
means content creators learn to make their posts more emotional to get
attention. Over time, this shifts online discourse toward more extreme

emotional content, which contributes to polarization.

¢ [dentifies learning
mechanism

* Shows progression

* Notes discourse shift
* But analysis is

straightforward




Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong
* Could explore deeper

implications

This quantified effect reveals a causal mechanism operating through
behavioral conditioning. Content creators receive immediate feedback that

emotional extremism succeeds, reinforcing this approach. The algorithm

¢ Identifies specific
mechanism
(conditioning)

* Shows feedback loop

¢ Uses behavioral

GOOD (B) essentially trains users and creators to produce increasingly polarizing psychology terminology
content through a reward system: extreme posts get visibility (reward), * Explains
moderate posts get ignored (punishment). This creates feedback loop where reward/punishment
each cycle produces more extreme content. * Shows escalation
* But could connect to
broader implications
* Precise causal chain
identified
¢ Quantifies incentive
This data establishes a precise causal mechanism: the 2.3% increase per
* Multiple mechanisms
negative word creates a quantifiable incentive gradient favoring extremism.
explained (conditioning,
This operates through behavioral conditioning—content creators receive
escalation, selection
immediate feedback that extreme emotional content succeeds, reinforcing
pressure)
this approach. The effect compounds over time: as more creators learn this
* Shows temporal
pattern, the overall content ecosystem shifts toward extremism, raising the
development
baseline. What seemed extreme yesterday becomes normal today,
* Identifies feedback
STRONG necessitating even greater extremism tomorrow to stand out. This creates an
loop and arms race
(A) arms race of outrage, where algorithms function as evolutionary selection

pressure favoring the most emotionally manipulative content. The causal
chain runs: algorithm design—incentive structure—behavioral
adaptation—content ecosystem shift—discourse polarization. Critically, no
individual actor intends this outcome —it emerges from the interaction
between algorithmic incentives and human behavioral adaptation. This
exemplifies how system-level effects can arise from individual-level

mechanisms without anyone designing or desiring the ultimate outcome.

* Notes unintended
emergence

* Distinguishes
individual/system levels
* Sophisticated causal
reasoning

* Shows complexity and
interaction

* Original analytical

insight




9. COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

THESIS STATEMENTS

-

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

"This essay will compare retributive and restorative justice."

e Announcement,
not argument

* No claim about
comparison

* Doesn't say what
comparison reveals

* Not analytical

X WEAK (D)

"Retributive and restorative justice are two different approaches to justice that

have different methods."

* Obvious
observation

* Vague
("different")

* No specific
comparison

* No evaluative

claim

DEVELOPING
©

"Retributive justice punishes criminals, while restorative justice tries to repair

harm. Restorative justice is better because it has lower recidivism rates."

* Identifies key
difference

* Makes evaluative
claim

* Cites one
advantage

* But
oversimplifies
("better")

* Doesn't show full

comparison

GOOD (B)

"While retributive justice focuses on punishment and produces high recidivism,
restorative justice focuses on repair and produces lower reoffending rates,
suggesting that justice systems prioritizing healing over punishment achieve

better outcomes."

* Clear contrast
stated

* Evidence for each
mentioned

* Makes evaluative
claim

* But could be




Why It's

restorative justice more effectively addresses victims' needs and reduces future
crime, suggesting that the choice between these models depends on whether

societies prioritize symbolic justice or practical crime reduction."

Quality Example
Weak/Strong
more sophisticated
about trade-offs
* Three specific
dimensions
compared
* Parallel structure
"Through comparing their underlying philosophies (retributive justice's focus on
(A vs B for each)
punishment versus restorative justice's focus on healing), their practical processes
* Acknowledges
(adversarial court proceedings versus facilitated dialogue), and their outcomes
strengths of both
STRONG (high recidivism versus lower reoffending rates), this analysis demonstrates that
* Identifies trade-
(A) while retributive justice satisfies society's need for proportional punishment,

offs

* Avoids simplistic
"better/worse"

* Shows choice
depends on values
* Sophisticated

comparative claim

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION (Comparison)

-

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

Retributive justice has high recidivism rates. Restorative justice has lower rates.

* No specific data
* No sources

* Vague
quantification

¢ No context

X WEAK (D)

Studies show retributive justice has higher recidivism than restorative justice.

* General claim
* No specific
studies

* No numbers

¢ Not verifiable

DEVELOPING
©

Research shows that in the United States, about 68% of released prisoners are
rearrested within three years. Studies of restorative justice programs show lower

rates.

* Specific statistic
for retributive

* But vague about
restorative

¢ No direct




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
comparison

¢ Different metrics

GOOD (B)

In the United States, approximately 68% of released prisoners are rearrested
within three years under retributive justice. In contrast, meta-analyses of
restorative justice programs show recidivism rates 14-20% lower than comparable

retributive processes.

* Specific data for
both

* Direct
comparison

¢ Sources implied
(meta-analyses)

* But could
provide more
context about

studies

STRONG
(A)

Retributive justice produces notoriously high recidivism rates. In the United
States, approximately 68% of released prisoners are rearrested within three years,
and 83% within nine years. This suggests retributive justice fails at its supposed
goal of preventing future crime. In contrast, meta-analyses of restorative justice
programs show recidivism rates 14-20% lower than comparable retributive
processes. While this isn't miraculous transformation, it represents significant
improvement. The reduction likely stems from multiple factors: facing victims
humanizes consequences, making amends provides path to redemption,
community involvement supports reintegration, and avoiding imprisonment

prevents criminogenic effects of incarceration.

* Specific data for
both systems

* Multiple time
frames for context
* Direct
comparison with
percentages

* Source type
specified (meta-
analyses)

¢ Interprets
significance

* Contextualizes
improvement

* Explains causal
factors for
difference

* Avoids
overselling
improvement

* Comprehensive
comparative

evidence




ANALYSIS (Comparison)

-

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
)

One system has high recidivism and the other has lower recidivism.

e Just restates data
* No interpretation
* No explanation

¢ Obvious observation

X WEAK (D)

This shows that restorative justice is better than retributive justice because it

has better outcomes.

* Oversimplifies to
"better"

* Doesn't explain
WHY outcomes differ
* No consideration of
trade-offs

* One-dimensional

analysis

DEVELOPING
©)

The lower recidivism rates show that restorative justice is more effective at
preventing future crime. Retributive justice focuses on punishment, which
doesn't stop people from reoffending. Restorative justice focuses on fixing the

problem, which works better.

* I[dentifies
effectiveness
difference

* Notes different
focuses

* But oversimplifies
mechanisms

* Doesn't
acknowledge any
advantages of
retributive

* Black-and-white

analysis

GOOD (B)

The outcome comparison reveals trade-offs rather than simple superiority.
Retributive justice satisfies cultural expectations about punishment and
requires less offender cooperation, but produces worse outcomes for victims
and higher recidivism. Restorative justice produces better outcomes on most
metrics but requires more resources and cooperation while potentially failing to
satisfy retributive impulses. The choice between systems involves weighing

different values: symbolic punishment versus practical results.

* Identifies trade-offs
* Acknowledges
strengths of both

* Notes different
value priorities

* Avoids simplistic
ranking

* Shows
sophistication

* But could explore

implications further




Why It's

"justice" is not single concept with one correct implementation but rather a
complex value involving multiple competing goals— punishment and
rehabilitation, retribution and repair, backward-looking accountability and
forward-looking healing. Different justice models emphasize different elements
of this complex value, and choosing between them requires societies to decide
what they most value in responding to crime. The data doesn't declare a winner

but rather clarifies the trade-offs inherent in any justice system.

Quality Example
Weak/Strong
* Identifies
fundamental
incommensurability
* Explains different
success criteria
The outcome comparison reveals fundamental incommensurability between * Contextualizes
these models—they succeed at different goals rather than pursuing the same numerical difference
goal differently. Retributive justice prioritizes proportional punishment and * Acknowledges
succeeds at this even while producing high recidivism; its goal is moral limitations of "better"
balance, not crime reduction. Restorative justice prioritizes repair and system
prevention, succeeding at these while potentially failing to satisfy society's * Recognizes "justice"
desire for proportional suffering. The 14-20% recidivism reduction represents as multi-dimensional
STRONG significant but not revolutionary improvement, suggesting restorative justice * Shows trade-offs
(A) addresses some but not all factors in reoffending. The comparison reveals that between values

* Sophisticated
understanding of
comparison

* Avoids false
dichotomy

* Philosophical depth
* Original
comparative insight
* Shows that
comparison reveals
choice of values, not

objective truth

10. CRITICAL EVALUATION

THESIS STATEMENTS

Why It's
Quality Example

Weak/Strong
X WEAK )] "This essay will evaluate Universal Basic Income." e Announcement,

not argument
¢ No evaluative

claim




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong
* No criteria

* Not analytical

X WEAK (D)

"Universal Basic Income has both advantages and disadvantages."

* Obvious
observation

* No specific
evaluation

* No criteria stated

* No position taken

DEVELOPING
©

"Universal Basic Income would eliminate poverty and provide economic security,

but it would be very expensive and might reduce work motivation."

* Identifies pros
and cons

* But "very
expensive" is
vague

* No ultimate
evaluation

e Lists without

analyzing

GOOD (B)

"While Universal Basic Income offers simplicity and universality advantages, its
enormous costs and uncertain effects on work behavior make it inferior to more

targeted policies that provide greater benefits per dollar spent."

* Acknowledges
advantages

* [dentifies
problems

* Makes evaluative
claim (inferior)

* Proposes
alternative

* But could specify
evaluation criteria

more clearly

STRONG
(A)

"Through assessing UBI's economic feasibility by examining cost projections
against government revenue capacity, evaluating its likely impact on work
incentives using existing pilot program data, and comparing its effectiveness
against targeted alternatives like expanded welfare programs, this analysis
demonstrates that while UBI offers certain advantages over current systems—
primarily simplicity and universality —its enormous costs and uncertain effects
on work behavior make it inferior to more targeted policies that provide greater
benefits per dollar spent while preserving work incentives that UBI potentially

undermines."

* Three specific
evaluation criteria
* Evidence types
specified

* Acknowledges
genuine
advantages

* Makes clear
evaluative

judgment




Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

* Specifies what
makes it inferior

* Proposes superior
alternative

* Sophisticated
evaluative claim

* Balanced

assessment

EVIDENCE INTEGRATION (Evaluation)

-

Quality

Example

Why It's
Weak/Strong

X WEAK (F)

UBI would cost a lot of money.

* Vague claim

* No specific cost
* No context

* Not evidence-

based

X WEAK (D)

A UBI of $1,000 per month would cost trillions of dollars, which is too expensive

for the government to afford.

* Specific amount
* Vague total cost
("trillions")

* No calculation
shown

* Evaluative but

unsupported

)
DEVELOPING
©

A UBI of $1,000 monthly ($12,000 annually) for every American adult would
cost about $3 trillion per year. This is approximately equal to the current entire

federal budget, showing how expensive UBI would be.

* Specific
calculation

* Comparison to
federal budget

* Shows scale

* But doesn't
explore funding
options

* One-sided

presentation

GOOD (B)

Consider a modest UBI of $1,000 monthly ($12,000 annually) for every

American adult. With approximately 260 million American adults, this totals $3.1

¢ Detailed

calculation




Why It's
Quality Example
Weak/Strong
trillion annually —approximately 15% of GDP and roughly equal to current entire | * Multiple
federal budget. Proponents argue UBI could be funded by eliminating existing contextualizations
welfare programs, but these programs cost only about $1 trillion, leaving a $2.1 (GDP, budget)
trillion shortfall. * Considers funding
proposal
* Shows shortfall
* But could explore
alternative funding
more
* Detailed
calculation with all
steps
* Multiple
Consider a modest UBI of $1,000 monthly ($12,000 annually) for every contextualizations
American adult. With approximately 260 million American adults, this totals $3.1 | ¢ Considers funding
trillion annually —approximately 15% of GDP and roughly equal to current entire | proposal fairly
federal budget. This represents truly massive expenditure requiring either * Shows
dramatic tax increases, elimination of most existing government programs, or mathematical
massive deficit spending. Proponents argue UBI could be funded by eliminating problem
STRONG existing welfare programs — Social Security, Medicaid, food stamps —replacing * Identifies
(A) bureaucratic means-tested programs with streamlined universal payment. distributional
However, this calculation reveals a problem: existing means-tested programs cost | consequence
approximately $1 trillion annually, far short of UBT's $3.1 trillion cost. Even * Balanced
including Social Security (another $1 trillion), total existing social spending presentation
reaches only about $2 trillion—still $1.1 trillion short. Moreover, eliminating * Acknowledges
Social Security and Medicare to fund UBI would devastate elderly citizens whose | proponent
healthcare costs far exceed $12,000 annually. argument
* Reveals flaws in
that argument
* Sophisticated
evidence use

ANALYSIS (Evaluation)

[ Quality

Example

Why It's Weak/Strong

X SUMMARY
F)

The cost is $3.1 trillion which is equal to the federal budget.

¢ Just restates

calculation




Quality Example Why It's Weak/Strong
* No evaluation
* No interpretation
* Obvious statement
* Makes evaluative
claim
* But oversimplifies
This shows UBI is too expensive. The government can't afford to double the
X WEAK D) * Doesn't consider
budget. Therefore, UBI is not feasible.
alternatives
* No sophisticated
analysis
* [dentifies problems
* Notes funding shortfall
. This cost analysis shows a major problem with UBI. Even eliminating * Considers political
existing welfare programs doesn't provide enough funding. The government | reality
DEVELOPING
would need to raise taxes significantly or cut other important programs. This | * But analysis is
©
makes UBI politically difficult and economically problematic. straightforward
* Doesn't explore trade-
offs deeply
* Identifies major
This economic evaluation reveals UBI's first major weakness: even "modest"
weakness
proposals involve truly enormous costs that require either eliminating
* Notes distributional
programs many people depend on or raising taxes to levels unprecedented in
problem
American history. The $12,000 UBI that seems adequate for healthy young
* Recognizes paradox
adults would be insufficient for elderly recipients losing Medicare benefits
GOOD (B) (advantage=weakness)
worth much more. This creates a distributional problem where UBI helps
* Shows who wins/loses
some while devastating others. The analysis shows that universality —UBI's
* Sophisticated
main advantage—is also its greatest weakness, providing resources to
evaluative analysis
billionaires and minimum-wage workers alike rather than concentrating aid
* But could explore
where needed.
implications further
STRONG This economic analysis reveals fundamental tension at UBI's core: the * Deep evaluative
(A) universality that makes it philosophically appealing makes it economically analysis

prohibitive. Providing $12,000 to every adult—billionaire and homeless
person alike—is vastly more expensive than targeted programs helping only
those in need. The math exposes a cruel irony: to fund UBI by eliminating
existing programs would require canceling benefits (Medicare, Social
Security) that provide MORE than $12,000 to those who need it most,
replacing adequate targeted support with inadequate universal payment. This
distributional analysis reveals that UBI's egalitarian rhetoric—everyone

receives the same —masks regressive reality: replacing progressive programs

* Identifies fundamental
tension

* Shows paradox
(universal—regressive)
¢ Connects economic to
ethical analysis

* Distinguishes rhetoric

from reality




Quality Example

(giving more to those needing more) with flat programs (giving same to all)
actually harms the most vulnerable. The feasibility analysis thus becomes an
ethical analysis: UBI's costs aren't merely large numbers but represent trade-
offs where helping everyone equally means helping the neediest
inadequately. The evaluation reveals that "universal" doesn't mean "good for
everyone" but rather "same for everyone," which in contexts of vast
inequality produces worse outcomes than targeted approaches. This
distinguishes appealing theory from problematic practice—UBI sounds fair

but operates unfairly given resource constraints and differential needs.

Why It's Weak/Strong
* Shows who
benefits/suffers

* Sophisticated critique
of "universal"

* Connects theory to
practice

* Multiple levels of
evaluation

* Original critical insight
* Shows how good
intentions can produce

bad outcomes

USING THESE CHARTS

Study Strategy:
1. Identify Your Weaknesses:

e Where does your writing fall on these charts?

e Developing level? Focus on moving to Good

¢ Good level? Study Strong examples to reach excellence
2. Study Patterns Across Essay Types:

e Notice similarities in what makes thesis "Strong"

e Recognize common evidence integration problems

e See how analysis always needs WHAT-HOW-WHY
3. Practice Progression:

e Take your own WEAK example

e Revise to DEVELOPING level

e Push to GOOD level

¢ Refine to STRONG level

e Learn by doing

4. Apply Specific Techniques:




Choose one chart relevant to your current essay

Study the STRONG examples closely

Identify the specific techniques used

Apply those techniques to your topic
5. Self-Assessment:

e Compare your drafts to these examples

Identify which level you're at

Note what specific improvements needed

Revise systematically toward STRONG level

Key Patterns to Notice:

STRONG Thesis Statements Always:

e Are specific (name exact elements)
e Preview supporting points (usually three)
e Make arguable claims (not obvious)
¢ Explain significance (answer "so what?")
e Use sophisticated vocabulary
STRONG Evidence Integration Always:
e Provides context before quotes
¢ Integrates quotes grammatically
¢ Includes proper citations
e Immediately analyzes what follows
e Shows rather than just cites
STRONG Analysis Always:
e Maintains 2:1 or better ratio (analysis:evidence)
¢ Explains WHAT, HOW, and WHY
o Identifies techniques specifically
e Makes original interpretive claims

e Connects to thesis repeatedly



¢ Goes beyond obvious observations

Remember:
You don't jump from WEAK to STRONG immediately.
Progress through stages:
1. Recognize what level you're at
2. Study next level up
3. Practice specific techniques
4. Revise systematically
5. Repeat until STRONG
Use these charts as:
e Diagnostic tools (where am 1?)
e Study guides (what does better look like?)
¢ Revision checklists (what needs improving?)

e Models to emulate (how do I get there?)

These charts show you exactly what separates A papers from B, C, D, and F papers. Study them carefully
and apply the patterns to your own writing!



